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CONFERENCE OF THE MAJORITY MEMBERS OF THE 
SENATE FROM THE 11 MOUNTAIN AND PACIFIC 
STATES AND ALASKA, OKLAHOMA, AND TEXAS ON 
SENATE RESOLUTION 48 


THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 1959 


U.S. Spenats, CoNFERENCE OF Majority 
MEMBERS OF THE SENATE FROM THE 
ELeveNn Mountain AnD Paciric Starzs, 
Auaska, OKLAHOMA, AND TEXAs, 
Washington, D.C. 

The conference met at 10:15 a.m., pursuant to call, Hon. Alan 
Bible (vice chairman) presiding. 

Present: Senators Bible, iiodn, Anderson, Johnson of Texas, 
Kerr, Jackson, Mansfield, Monroney, Church, Bartlett, Gruening, 
McGee, Cannon, Moss, and Yarborough. 

Also present: Messrs. Benton Stong (representing Senator Murray), 
Irvin Hoff (representing Senator Magnuson), Lloyd Tupling (repre- 
—s Senator Neuberger), Harry Schnibbe (representing Senator 
Carroll), Philip Dickinson (representing Senator Engle), John Mutz 
(representing Senator Chavez), Jerry O’Callaghan (representing Sen- 
ator O’Mahoney) William Berg, Jr. (representing Senator Morse). 

Senator Brsie. Gentlemen, the conference will come to order. 


STATEMENT BY SENATOR BIBLE, ACTING CHAIRMAN 


I know the many commitments that each of you have. I am 
indeed highly honored this morning to have our distinguished majority 
leader with us. 


I am acting, this morning, in the absence of Senator Murray, who 
is saaaeet to: attend a very important Labor Committee meeting. 

I think each of you know the purpose of this meeting. We felt 
that the West had made its voice effectively heard this past November 
4, and we felt that within this group we had a medium of terrific value 
to the upbuilding and development of the West, with its many prob- 
lems. There is a great, great area of similarity in the 12 Westen 
States and Oklahoma ond Texas, and there are problems that must 
be solved here in the Congress of the United States. 

I think one of the greatest problems we have is the problem of water 
conservation. 

Senator Mansfield has introduced on behalf of himself and his senior 
colleague, Senator Murray, a resolution (S. Res. 48) in that field. 

First, we want to welcome you, Senator Hayden, to this group of 
— Senators. We have Sen McBride here from Senator Kerr’s 
office. 
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Senator MansrieLtp. Senator Yarborough was here and said he 
would be back. 

Senator Bratz. Mr. Majority Leader, we are delighted to have you 
with us. And I think protocol would indicate that instead of calling 
upon the assistant leader (Mr. Mansfield), we call on the main leader. 
So at this trme I am very delighted to recognize you, Mr. Leader 
(Senator Johnson of Texas). 

This is one of the very few opportunities I have had of recognizing 
you, and I am very happy to do it, because L have the gavel now, and 
I so seldom have it. 


STATEMENT BY SENATOR JOHNSON OF TEXAS 


Senator Jonnson. First, I am genuinely grateful that you would 
want to include my State and the spokesmen for it in your meeting. 

A distinguished Speaker of the House said one time that he went 
back, after he became Speaker and had his name on the ticket for 
about 40 years in his county, to a little place where he had taught 
school. When he first started out in that town they would not give 
him a boarding place. Finally an old blacksmith had taken him in. 
His name was Fleet. 

After the Speaker finished his speech ‘that night, the banker came 
up and asked him to stay all night, and the school superintendent 
asked him to stay all night, oa the local merchant asked him to 
stay all night. 

And he said, ‘‘No, I am going to stay all night with old man Fleet, 
if he will let me. He is the only one who would give me board when 
I came here about 40 years ago.”’ 

So he went home with him. 

The blacksmith asked him to stay all night. And they talked 
until about 2 o’clock. Finally the Speaker told him, ‘Fleet, I am 
just going to have to go to sleep. I have seven speeches to make 
tomorrow. I am campaigning.” 

Fleet looked at him very carefully and said, very seriously, ‘Well, 
Sammie, I just wish we could sit here and talk all night.” 

That is the way I feel when I meet with a group of western Senators. 
I would just like to sit here and talk all day about our problems, 
because we have so much in common. 

The Speaker said, ‘‘Well, I would like to talk all night, too, but I 
guess I would like to turn in.” 

He said, ‘All right, but, Sammie, I would like you to remember 

this. If the Fleets’’—speaking for himself, his wife and seven or 
eight children—‘‘If the Fleets ain’t your friends, it’s just because we 
ain’t got sense enough.” 
» And if I don’t belong to the West and don’t support the West and 
don’t advocate a program that will develop the West, it is just be- 
cause I ain’t got sense enough. The thing that you all bring out and 
suggest and propose, it seems to me, is the future of our country, and 
I never received more inspiration than I did this year when I had a 
chance to go into Nevada and Utah and New Mexico—States like 
Wyoming, which has a population less than 300,000 and resources 
that can take care of 20 million. 
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So I think we are going to have to have meetings like this and 
programs such as is incorporated in Senate Resolution 48. And you 
can count on my support and my help. If you will lead the way, I 
will surely follow and backstop in every wayI can. Weare neglecting 
a great deal of our resources. 

There are two ways, you know, of balancing the budget. One is 
to go home and get in a rocking chair and cut down, and instead of 
eating three meals a day, just eat two, and instead of using any elec- 
tricity, just use a little coal-oil lamp, get an old-age pension, and try 
to live off it. 

The other is to get up a little earlier, go a little longer, work a little 
faster, expand a ttle more, and try to utilize all the resources you 
have got to bring in more taxes and more income. 

Now, I think that is the difference between the Democratic Party 
and the Republican Party. I have faith in the latter course, and I 
have faith in the West. And I think there is only one thing that can 
really stop us, and that is if we are unable to find the solution to our 
per ate of capital and water. We must have capital, and we must 

nd a solution to our water problem. 

One of the foremost authorities in this land on the West is Dr. 
Walter Prescott Webb. Back as far as 1937-38, he predicted that the 
great future of this country was in the West, and if we could find some 
solution to finding some capital, and to our water, we had it made. 

I recall a speech by Senator Kerr in this connection—one of the 
finest I have ever read. Senator Kerr started it off by applying for a 
resolution like this for his own State, and it has brought great returns, 
both to Oklahoma and to Texas. Last year I came along and copied 
him and presented a resolution for Texas which was adopted. Already 
we have brought controversial figures together and we have a unified 
program and are doing the planning that is necessary. I think we will 
reap great returns. 

I think to do it on a national basis is absolutely essential, and I 
think the greatest beneficiaries are going to be the Western States. 

So I want to endorse the resolution, endorse your meeting, pledge 
you my support, thank you for asking me, and quit talking, before I 
monopolize the meeting. 

Senator Braue. Mr. Majority Leader, thank you very much. We 
know of your continued interest, and I want to thank you personally 
for your valuable assistance to the West. 

We are also glad to welcome to this group another man who plays 
a vital part in this area, the distinguished junior Senator from Okla- 
homa, Senator Monroney. 

Senator Monroney. Senator Kerr wants to come. I do not think 
he has been able to get loose yet. 

Senator Brste. Don McBride, who is here, has told us he will be 
here later. 

We are going to try to meet with fair regularity in these sessions. 
I think we will have to get together for an exchange of ideas and try 
to keep them fast and full of punch and try to come up with some 
‘ideas in which we can all join. 

At this time I am going to ask Senator Mansfield if he will not 
speak to his resolution, Senate Resolution No. 48, which has been 
commented on by the majority leader. 


36750—59——2 
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STATEMENT BY SENATOR MANSFIELD 


Senator MansrieLp. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the opportunity; 
but before I do, I would like to point out that at our first meeting 
we met and invited Alaska to become a member of the Western 
Conference, because of the community of interest. 

In many respects the same community of interest applies to Texas 
and Oklahoma—minerals of various kind, reclamation, power, in the 
State of Oklahoma a large Indian population, all semiarid, at least 
in the Rocky Mountain West, which would tie in Texas and Oklahoma 
with us. 

And before I start in, Mr. Chairman, I would like to move formally 
that both Oklahoma and Texas be made a part of the Western Con- 
ference. 

Senator Cuurcn. I would like to second the motion, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Braue. It has been moved and seconded that Texas and 
Oklahoma be made a part of the western conference. Any discussion? 
Without objection, that will be the order. 

Senator ANpERsON. I want to tell you that is the best annexation we 
have made in a long time. 

Senator Monronegy. Could we have a mutual assistance pact with 
the West against the aggression of Texas? 

Senator Braue. I think we can all say “Amen” to that, Senator 
Anderson. 

And now, having accomplished that annexation, you may move 
right on. 

Senator Mansrre_p. Mr. Chairman, a number of water bills have 
been introduced. The acting chairman, the Senator from Nevada, 
has introduced a water bill in which I have joined, as many of us have. 
The Senator from California, Mr. Engle, has also. Senator Kerr has 
introduced a bill previously, as the leader has brought out, to look 
into the water resources of his State of Oklahoma. And Senator 
Johnson has done the same thing for Texas. 

I think we have with us one of the best authorities in the field of 
water in all its aspects in the Senator from New Mexico, Mr. Anderson, 
who I think probably knows more about this subject from all angles 
than any Member present. 

I would hope that this resolution which Senator Murray and I 
introduced, which calls for a senatorial committee comprised of mem- 
bers from the Interior and Insular Affairs Committee, the Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee, and the Public Works Committee, 
could be set up so that during the two sessions of the 86th Congress 
a comprehensive survey could be undertaken, because of the fact 
that much more water is going to be used by industry. Much more 
water is going to be needed by our increasing population, because of 
the fact that our water table is dropping all the time. We also need 
studies in the desalinization of water. 

In our part of the country, even, pollution is becoming a problem. 
Then there is the matter of water in relation to development of atomic 
energy. And I would hope, if we are successful in reporting this 
resolution and getting it passed, the chairman of that committee 
would be the Senator from New Mexico, who has such a wide and 
varied knowledge of this particular subject. 

That is all I have to say at this time, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Brsue. Thank you very much, Senator Mansfield. We 
will insert in the transcript a copy of the remarks made by Senator 
Mansfield on behalf of himself and his senior colleague, Senator 
Murray, on January 27, 1959, on the occasion of the introduction of 
the Water Resource Resolution (S. Res. 48). Following the remarks 
there will be inserted a copy of Senate Resolution 48. 

(The material referred to is as follows:) 


REMARKS OF SENATOR MrkE MANSFIELD, Democrat, MONTANA, ON THE WATER 
Resource Resouution (8. Res. 48) 


I have sent to the desk a resolution in behalf of myself and my distinguished 
senior colleague from Montana, Mr. Murray, which I feel will make a substantial 
contribution to the Senate’s legislative work in the field of water resource conser- 
vation and development. 

The U.S. Senate is faced with many significant and important issues of nation- 
wide importance during this first session of the 86th Congress. Federal aid to 
education, airport construction, housing, a new farm program, community facili- 
ties, foreign aid and defense, are but a few major issues. owever, I feel that the 
congressional program would not be complete if we did not devote considerable 
time and effort to water conservation. This is a pressing issue despite the fact 
that there has been substantial and significant progress in water resource develop- 
ment and conservation in recent years. 

Two of the Senate’s standing committees, the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs and the Committee on Public Works, are to be highly commended 
for their work in this area. Both distinguished chairmen of these committees 
my able and distinguished colleague, Montana’s senior Senator, Mr. Murray, and 
the distinguished senior Senator from New Mexico, Mr. Chavez, have taken the 
lead in the enactment of a number of legislative proposals which affect our water 
resources. 

In spite of the conscientious work of these standing committees, and in spite 
of the unfailing support of water resource projects provided by the Committee 
on Appropriations under the eminent chairmanship of the great senior Senator 
from Arizona, Mr. Hayden, in spite of the virtually unanimous effort of all of us 
who are concerned with water resource matters, we are failing dismally in our 
responsibility for the Nation’s water resources. 

et me explain what is meant by the statement that we are failing in our respon- 
sibility for the Nation’s water resources. 

An abundance of readily available water of suitable quality is a principal re- 
quirement of the American way of life, and it is essential for continuing agricultural 
and industrial production. But responsible authorities warn that provision for 
the needed water supplies is far short of adequate. 

Today, we use water at the rate of about 240 billion gallons per day. By 1975, 
the rate of use will be about 350 billion gallons per day. There is not now under 
construction or planned for construction, by public and private agencies combined, 
water resource projects that will provide 350 billion gallons per day of water of 
acceptable quality. 

Let us remember that the United States is blessed with an abundance of water— 
fully enough to meet all national requirements, provided that we wisely and fully 
develop it for use. Dr. Leopold, Chief Hydrologist of the Geological Survey 
points out that, although we as a nation are not short of water as a whole, and i 
quote, ‘“‘As matters now stand, most water that is immediately available and 
inexpensive to use at each individual point is in use already.”’ 

Mr. President, the United States is not able to tolerate a scarcity of water 
supplies, available and suitable for use at economic costs. By 1975, our present 
population of 175 million is expected to be over 225 million, a 30-percent increase, 
and by 1980, it is expected to be 245 million, a 40-percent increase. 

Even at the present rate of per capita water use, this 30 and 40 percent popu- 
lation increase would of itself gravely strain our ability to meet water require- 
ments. Authoritative reports have, however, demonstrated that per capita water 
uses must increase very substantially over present use. The Chief of Engineers, 
U.S. Army, has stated that it will rise about 25 percent. 

Increase in the rate of per capita water use reflects both the rising standard 
of individual living, and the increased use of water in industry. More water for 
individual living results from things like more home washing machines and dish- 
washers, more air conditioners, more suburban lawns to sprinkle—the incidents 


‘ 


6 CONFERENCE ON S. RES. 48 


of the high standard of living that we are determined to maintain in this country. 
Increased industrial use of water reflects such requirements as 200,000 gallons of 
water needed to produce 1 ton of rayon, 300,000 gallons of water needed to pro- 
duce a ton of aluminum, and 600,000 gallons of water for a ton of synthetic rubber. 
The Nation’s industry is geared to a high-level output of thousands of products 
that require water in increasing amounts. 

These two factors, population increase and per capita use increase, are the 
basis for the authoritative forecasts that use requirements by 1975 will be in 
order of 350 billion gallons per day, about 90 percent more water than we used 
in 1950. 

The quantity required is one aspect of the water resources problem. Another 
important aspect is the quality of water. Technical experts warn us that water 
quality deteriorates with population and industrial expansion. They point out 
that untreated industrial wastes now pouring daily into streams are equal to the 
sewage produced by 110 million people, double the 1920 rate. Mr. Gordon 
McCallum, of the Public Health Service, estimates that pollution is costing us at 
least a billion dollars a year. 

Still another important aspect of the water resources problem is one equally 
valuable to Americans, even though we may not measure it in billions of dollars. 
Wildlife and recreation are, in great measure, closely dependent on the wise con- 
servation and development of water resources. From ducks or trout to summer 
resorts and swimming holes, concern with wildlife and recreation is inseparable 
from concern with water resources. 

All aspects of the water resources prebiem—adequate quantity and acceptable 
quality for population and economie expansion, wildlife, recreation, and others 
that I have not taken time to discuss now, such as navigation development, 
hydroelectric power generation, irrigation, flood control, and like purposes—all 
of these must be fitted together in our water resources program. This multiple- 
purpose coordination of water resource programs, founded on suitable legislation 
as it has been since 1936 and earlier, makes multiple-purpose legislation even 
more essential as the Nation expands its utilization of water. This is because 
our water resource is, after all, a limited resource, and increasing demands upon 
it can be met only by continually improved coordination and conservation. 

There is widespread public concern over the inadequacy of water resource pro- 
grams. This concern stems from recognition that water supplies now available 
in many areas of the United States will be insufficient in quantity and unaccept- 
able in quality for the use requirements of 1975. In many areas, the future water 
supply is the key to economic development. Inadequate and unsuitable water, 
it is feared will limit expansion 

I am reminded of the newspaper account that I read of a recent address made 
to a meeting in Texas, the State to which we are indebted for furnishing us with 
our distinguished majority leader, Mr. Johnson. At that meeting, the head of 
one of the Nation’s large industries explained to his Texas listeners why his com- 
pany is not expanding its plants in Texas, but instead, it is locating new plants 
elsewhere. The reason is, this industrialist told his audience, that his company 
would make large investments in plant sites only where it felt secure about the 
adequacy of future water supplies. 

I regret that I am probably speaking for most of my colleagues in the Senate 
when I say that this experience is repeated in many of our home States. I do not 
believe that company arrived at a valid judgment regarding Texas water resources, 
but I do know that the adequacy of future water supplies is a major factor in 
selection of plant location in many industries. 

There are, of course, many bright spots on the water resource horizon. We are 
on the threshold of an amazing era of technological development. New methods, 
new processes, new materials are opening up possibilities in many fields of en- 
deavor. There is no doubt in my mind, that these new technical developments 
can be applied to increasing the usefulness of available water resources. This is 
a conviction that I am confident is shared by my distinguished colleague, the 
junior Senator from New Mexico, Mr. Anderson. There are challenging oppor- 
tunities in new techniques of weather modification, evaporation reduction, 
desalination of brackish water, conversion of water, and in improvement of con- 
ventional processes for seepage control and waste-water salvage. Possibly, 
application of nuclear energy may result in a major breakthrough for water 
resource development. 

T have sketched all too synoptically, I fear, the magnitude, the complexity, and 
the urgency of the water resource problem. My senior colleague, Mr. Murray, 


and I believe that there is need for a broad-gage legislative program as the basis for 
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comprehensive water resources development by Federal, State, and private 
agencies. This legislative program should furnish the impetus for coordinated 
development at a rate that will provide the quantity and quality of water that 
will be required in the coming years. It should encourage the adoption of new 
technical discoveries and improvements. 

Since 1949, a number of reports, prepared principally under direction of the 
executive branch have dealt with broad questions of water resources policy. 
Notable among these is the 1950 report of the President’s Water Resources 
Policy Commission under the chairmanship of Morris L. Cooke. This and the 
other reports are helpful in identifying certain of the problems. It must be 
noted, however, that these reports have not become the basis for congressional 
action and, in fact, they are not actually addressed to congressional action. 
Probably this is because they were made under the direction of the executive 
branch, rather than under congressional direction. 

It is our view that such a comprehensive legislative program on water resources 
necessarily will consist of many, many individual enactments. Experience has 
demonstrated that the great diversity of conditions and the wide variety of 
considerations that bear on the water problems of different portions of this 
Nation precludes any single piece of legislation, er any single formula, or any 
single mechanism that would blanket the water resources problems. Rather, we 
believe, the legislative program needs to be like a mosaic in which many individual 
enactments fit together in a composite design. 

To this end, the purpose of our resolution is to secure recommendations for 
such a legislative program. Those recommendations should delineate the amount, 
the character, and the timing of water resource development necessary to meet 
national requirements in the years ahead. The recommendations should also 
outline legislation that will encourage new. and improved methods of water re- 
source conservation and development, public and private. 

This view of the needed legislative program is I believe, shared by many 
other Senators. Formulation of such a many-faceted comprehensive and inter- 
related legislative program overlaps and impinges on the established jurisdiction 
of several of the regular standing committees of the Senate. Yet there is great 
present need for an overall legislative design within which each committee can 
function to mutual advantage. 

A closely parallel situation arose in the 84th Congress, and a precedent was 
established that has guided us in this resolution. In the 84th and the 85th Con- 
gresses, the Senate felt the need for an overall review and coordination of its foreign 
aid legislation. This review impinged on the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, the Committee on Armed Services, and the Committee on 
Appropriations. It was my privilege to sponsor Senate Resolution No, 285 of the 
84th Congress. This resolution as agreed to, with the amendments added by the 
Committee on Rules and Administration, established a temporary select com- 
mittee formed of members of the three standing committees concerned. That 
committee to study the foreign aid program has performed outstanding service to 
the Senate through providing an informed basis for Senate action. 

The resolution on the water resources program, introduced today for myself 
and the senior Senator from Montana, Mr. Murray, is closely patterned on the 
precedent of the foreign aid study resolution, Senate Resolution No. 285, 84th 
Congress, and it provides for a special study committee composed of eight Senators 
who are members of the standing committees concerned. With respect to water 
resources, the standing committees principally concerned are the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs, and the Committee on Public Works. The Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce is affected as to its concern with 
the fish and wildlife conservation. 

As in the case of the foreign aid program, any Senate action consequent to the 
recommendations of this water resources committee of course, would be in accord- 
ance with the established procedures of the Senate. That is, such recommended 
legislation would be referred to the appropriate standing committee of the Senate. 

Subsequently, Mr. President, on a suitable occasion, I will discuss more fully 
the manner in which it is hoped that the committee on water resource can, during 
the 86th Congress, provide to the Senate the substantial assistance that is so 
much needed in the complex field of water resources. 

From their own experiences and observations in their home States, all Senators 
are aware, I am sure, of the importance and urgency of an adequate and compre- 
hensive legislative program for water resources. I do not wish to delay the busi- 
ness of the Senate by further discussion now of this widely held concept. In 


closing my remarks, I do, however, wish to call to the attention of the Senate a 
statement that is germane to the resolution. 
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I ask unanimous consent to have printed directly at the conclusion of my re- 
marks a short excerpt from the ‘‘1958 Report of the Rockefeller Brothers Fund 
on the U.S..Economy.’’ This report was prepared last year by a panel of dis- 
tinguished men under the chairmanship of Mr. Thomas B. MeCabe, president of 
the Scott Paper Co., and former Chairman, Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. Associated with Mr. McCabe in this report on the U.S. economy 
are 17 other equally distinguished leaders in public affairs. Their names are 
appended to the excerpt at the conclusion of my remarks. 

This panel of distinguished leaders in public affairs, in discussing the national 
economy, singled out water resources for special discussion. 


[S. Res, 48, 86th Cong., Ist sess.] 
RESOLUTION 


Whereas adequate supplies of water of acceptable quality are essential to the 
continued welfare of the Nation, to its agricultural and industrial development, 
and to the national security; and 

Whereas authoritative estimates forecast that by 1980 the United States popula- 
tion will increase to two hundred and fifty million and that the use of water 
will have increased by more than 50 per centum; and 

Whereas in many sections of the United States such additional supplies of water 
of suitable quality are available, if at all, only at costs that would impede or 
prevent the increasing uses needed by the expanding population, agriculture, and 
industry; and 

Whereas adequate provision for wildlife and recreational values, as well as pro- 
vision of adequate quantity and quality of water supplies, and the economic 
utilization of hydroelectric and navigation potentials, stream sanitation, and 
other water resource benefits requires coordination of all such prospective uses 
and developments by public and private agencies; and 

Whereas there are many new technical methods that may increase the usable 
water supplies by means of weather modification, evaporation reduction 
desalination, seepage control, waste-water salvage, application of nuclear energy, 
and similar improvements; and 

Whereas the Senate, in connection with provision for needed development and 
coordination of water resources, desires to have recommendations relative to 
the needed programs, their character and timing in relation to population 
economic use requirements and associated benefits such as wildlife and recrea- 
tion: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That there shall be established a committee which shall make exhaus- 

tive studies of the extent to which water resources activities in the United States 
are related to the national interest, and the extent and character of water resource 
activities, both governmental and nongovernmental, that can be expected to be 
required to provide the quantity and quality of water for use by the population, 
agriculture, and industry between the present time and 1980, along with suitable 
provision for related recreational and fish and wildlife values, to the end that such 
studies and the recommendations based thereon may be available to the Senate in 
considering water resources policies for the future. 

Src. 2. (a) The committee shall be composed of three members of the Com- 
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs, three members of the Committee on 
Public Works, and two members ot the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

(b) Any vacancy in the membership of the committee shall not affect its powers, 
and any vacancy in the membership of the committee shall be filled in the same 
manner as provided for determining the original membership. 

(c) Five members of the committee shall constitute a quorum. 

Sec. 3. The committee shall, without limiting the scope of the study hereby 
authorized, direct its attention to the following matters: 

(a) The character and extent of water resource projects that will be needed to 
be in operation between the present time and 1980 in order to supply the water 
use requirements of population, agriculture, and industry, including but not limited 
to navigation development and hydroelectric power generation, and with avpro- 
ak wie provision for flood control, and the realization of recreational and wildlife 
values, 

(b) The character of legislation that may encourage the adoption of new tech- 
nical methods and improved process for increasing the usefulness of available 
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water resources, including but not limited to weather modification, evaporation 
reduction, desalination of saline and brackish waters, seepage control, waste-water 
salvage, and the application of nuclear energy. 

Sec. 4. The committee shall transmit to the Senate not later than January 31, 
1961, the results of the study herein authorized together with such recommenda- 
tions as may at that time be found desirable. 

Sec. 5. In the conduct of this study full use shall be made of the experience, 
knowledge, and advice of private organizations, schools. institutions, and indi- 
viduals. The committee may divide the work among such groups and institutions 
as it may deem appropriate and may enter into contracts for this purpose. Full 
use shall be made of studies and plans prepared by executive agencies, and such 
agencies are requested to give the committee or any of its authorized study groups 
or consultants such assistance as may be required. 

Sec. 6. (a) For the purpose of this resolution, the committee is authorized to 
employ on a temporary basis through January 31, 1961, such technical, clerical 
or other assistants, experts and consultants as it deems desirable. The expenses 
of the committee under this resolution, which shall not exceed $————, shall 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman of the committee. The chairman may designate one or more members 
who may act for him for the purpose of this resolution. 

(b) For the purposes of this resolution, the committee, or any duly authorized 
subcommittee thereof, is authorized to hold such hearings, to sit and act at such 
places and times, to require, by subpena or otherwise, the attendance of such 
witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, to administer 
such oaths, to take such testimony, to procure such printing and binding, and to 
make such expenditures, as it deems desirable. The committee shall cease to 
exist at the close of business on January 31, 1961. 


The Chair is very happy to recognize our distinguished senior 
Senator from Arizona, Senator Hayden. 















STATEMENT BY SENATOR HAYDEN 


Senator Haypsn. It is perfectly obvious that water is the worst 
thing we are short of. We found that out in Arizona, of course, where 
we did not have much water to start with, with the underground 
water table rapidly going down, and a tremendous increase in popula- 
tion. 

Fortunately, no new industries require water. It is mostly 
electronics or something of that kind. You could not have industries 
there that require water. That is obvious. 

I will help in any way I can. 
Senator Bratz. Senator Anderson. 













STATEMENT BY SENATOR ANDERSON 


Senator AnpErson. I recall a talk last December by Dr. Edward 
Ackerman in which he pointed out that the states had not decided 
what they wanted to do with their water, as to whether it would be now 
put to some irrigation use or might be saved for a later industrial use. 

It is the first time that I ever saw a scientist start talking about a 
problem many of us had faced. For instance, in our own State, where 
we get our own Colorado River water, should we use it to irrigate a 
little patch of land that has a 5 acre-feet per acre requirement and 
very sandy soil, or bring it into a valley where the cities need it and 
need it badly? 

That same problem will arise in Arizona and all the areas served by 
the Colorado River. And it was a most interesting point of view, and 
I found then that Kesources for the Future had spent many thousands 
of dollars studying the probable range of population growth, particu- 
larly as it affects the States most concerned with this problem. 
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The Carnegie Institution started with Texas and went straight 
across to the Pacific Ocean and picked nine States in through there 
and pointed out that their water needs were going to be tremendous 
because of the unusual population growth. There is no possibility of 
it being met, as they see it, by just ordinary measures. 

On top of that, they then predicted that because these States would 
have such expanding industry they might have to throw more agricul- 
ture to certain Eastern States that had been losing agricultural pro- 
duction, 

Well, it is an interesting point of view that somebody ought to ex- 
plore. And I think this resolution, putting emphasis upon water, is 
an extremely important one. I personally am very much indebted 
to Senator Mansfield and Senator Murray for coming up with this 
resolution. 

I am particularly grateful that the majority leader is here this 
morning, so that I can say to this group of western Senators that never 
have I seen such help on the part of the leadership in the passage of 
reclamation legislation as we had in the last session of this Congress. 
Not only the Salt Water Conversion Demonstration Resolution 
(S.J. Res. 135), but the irrigation projects that were put through, 
the small projects that we got started, and all these other things. 
And I am very happy, Mr. Ceaihtanis that you had the extreme good 
judgment to see to it that the majority leader was here this morning, 

ecause I think these new Senators, who were not in the previous session 
of Congress, ought to know the kind of cooperation we have had. 
And if we could carry it on, the gains we have made in some of these 
Western States can be continued. 

I just would not want to be a politician running in one of these 
States with the kind of program we have had, unless he really pitches 
into this thing and goes to work himself. And that is why I thought 
that Senator Mansfield had made a fine recommendation in his 
resolution to which I heartily subscribe. 

I hope his resolution passes. I hope money is made available for 
it. I hope that people really take a good, broad-gage look at this 
water problem, because I think we will come up with some suggestions 
that mean a lot not only to the States of the West, but to the Nation. 

Our consumption of water is increasing far more fantastically 
than the consumption of energy fuels and things of that nature. This 
business of swimming notld ears was a picture in the Webb Spinner 
that Senator Hayden is familiar with (Del Webb’s publication) that 
came out in this last month’s issue. It showed a subdivision in 
Phoenix with a swimming pool back of every house. What that 
does to the water consumption of that particular home compared 
to what it previously was is just fantastic. 

You are going to have to live with that type of civilization. You 
have to get the water for it. I appreciate what Senator Mansfield 
has done. We are all indebted to him. 

Senator Jounson of Texas. I want to thank you very much for 
letting me come. You contact me and tell me whatever you want 
us to do, and [ will contribute what I can to be helpful. And I want 
to thank you and say goodby. I still represent the largest State 
in the Union south of the North Pole. And since these folks are 
here to speak for us, they can also speak for me. 
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FURTHER STATEMENT OF SENATOR BIBLE 


Senator Braue. Mr. Majority Leader, we have been happy to have 
you with us. 

I think I might just make one comment. The Senator from 
California, Senator Engle, is not here this morning. He may join 
us later. I know he plans on putting in the hopper this morning a 
bill that will call for the joining of the Interior Department with the 
National Science Foundation in making a study of the Colorado River 
water problem, looking toward cloud seeding operations or other 
weather modification. 

To some that may seem fantastic, but it is one of the things that is 
coming, just as sure as we are here. He is going to introduce that 
this morning. It is a cloud seeding program. It goes over 10 years, 
I think it is, calls for an expenditure of $10 million, and calls for 
cooperation between the Interior Department and the National 
Science Foundation in that field. That is one of the areas, I think, 
we should all think about. 

Senator ANpEerson. Might I break in to say I called some of the 
Senators and asked them to join me on the same sort of bill. I 
introduced I think the first bill for the control of cloud seeding and 
the development of a national experiment along that line. When 
I found out that Senator Engle had a bill coming, I now want to ask 
those Senators who agreed to join with me in sponsoring the bill to 
join with him in sponsoring it and go to work, Ciena light is good 
in whatever lamp is burning. And I am very happy that Senator 
Engle is introducing the bill. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR JACKSON 


Senator Jackson. I just wanted to make a brief comment on behalf 
of my senior colleague, Senator Warren Magnuson. I would like to 
associate myself and Senator Magnuson with the remarks that Senator 
Anderson made a minute ago about the resolution introduced by 
Senator Mansfield and Senator Murray. 

We read every day about the enormous growth taking place in the 
United States, what it offers for the future, and so on. Phe truth is 
that the heart of the growth is in the area that we are dealing with 
in this resolution. 

This presents, I think, the greatest challenge that we have ever 
been up against, and I do believe that with the jurisdictional com- 
mittees being brought into this, we have an opportunity for the first 
time to really look at the whole picture. And I only hope that we 
will treat it as an urgent matter and that we will proceed accordingly. 

Senator Bratz. Thanks very much, Senator Jackson. 

Senator Monroney? 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR MONRONEY 


Senator Monroney. I want to thank Senator Mansfield and this 
whole group on this very comprehensive and forward-looking target 
that we have chosen and thank you for taking Oklahoma and Texas 
into this conference. 
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I have been saying ever since last November that there is a new 
axis of the Democratic Party that took place on November the 7th, 
and that is the solid West. 

Senator Grunninc. And on November 25, too, the Alaska election. 

Senator Monroney. Yes. Excuse me. I had overlooked the 
Alaska election. 

Then you take from Oklahoma and Texas everything west, and 
we encroach on Kansas and Nebraska and North and South Dakota, 
plus the border States of Missouri, Kentucky, Tennessee, and West 
Virginia, and you have an ideal axis for the Democratic Party that 
is compatible. 

We have the joint economic needs. We have needs for develop- 
ment. And I think it is one of the great things. 

Clint (Senator Anderson), could I ask you: Will this include, or 
could it include, the speeding up of the desalting studies, so that you 
could relieve the drain on the big rivers that flow through the very 
arid countries that are not on the seaboard to where you can supple- 
ment their requirements with desalted water through atomic energy or 
something? 


FURTHER STATEMENT OF SENATOR ANDERSON 


Senator AnpErRsoN. Yes, I think that can be done. In the first 
place, we have started discussing now the building of a first reactor 
on what is known as a high-temperature, gas-cooled reactor with 
temperatures up to about 1,300°. That may not be of interest to any- 
one a but it was to me, because two studies were put on my desk 
in 1 day. 

One wed a study about desalinization of water, and they said that 
one of the economic objections to the desalinization of water was that 
you had to take sea water and raise it to a temperature of 1,400° to 
accomplish the results under this purpose. 

The other was a study of an atomic energy plant, and it said one of 
the problems in connection with this is that in feeding the water into 
it, the plant automatically raises it to 1,400°, and of course you 
are wasting all of that heat in bringing the water up to 1,400°. I 
said, ‘‘Why not put the two things together?” And a scientist started 
to work on it, and he has come up with a suggestion. I do not say it 
will work, but it has a possibility of putting those two processes into 
the same plant, so that you would accomplish the desalinization of 
water as a byproduct of the cooling process. 

You are feeding the sea water in in order to cool the reactor in one 
instance, and in the other you are trying to raise it up to that tem- 
perature. 

I do not know what the final answer is, but if we are afraid to think 
on ideas such as that, we are going to be in trouble. And in the 
desalinization process as thus far developed we have at least four 
fairly good prospects, I think, maybe only three, but the Department 
of the Interior, unless they get a terrific push, may take an awful 
long time to get these things underway. Idonot blamethem. They 
have the same pressures from the budget that hit every department. 

Senator Bartlett I think was in a meeting the other afternoon 
where they were quizzing the Department of Defense on why they 
cut down their time schedule on certail missiles. Well, it was because 
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of the budget. It was not anything else. And here we are with the 
same problem on desalinization. The Department of Interior thinks 
it is a wonderful thing next year or the year thereafter, but we have 
this problem of the budget. 

Personally, there are a number of things that tempt me to say we 
ought to get started with it right away. If we can achieve the 
desalinization of this water, it is going to take us several years to 
know how to build plants on larger scales that will bring the cost 
down to a very attractive figure. 

I mentioned a moment ago this study by Resources for the Future 
on the use of industrial water. They point out that every time you 
use this river water for industrial purposes, when it is returned to the 
stream the return flow is pure, and therefore you have helped along 
your problem of desalinization by the industrial use of water. 

That is a factor that in all of our studies of the Colorado River 
water nobody has ever discussed. We have listened to the State of 
California discuss the possibilities that we will degrade the water by 
ee it out on the land and bringing it back into the stream, 
yecause it will carry material that it should not carry. But never 
before has somebody said that if you will use it industrially in these 
States of the Rocky Mountain West and on out on the coast you will 
return purer water to the stream. 

Well, that is a very interesting concept; but it is something that 
we ought to be studying. And Senator Monroney has put his finger 
on something here: If we do not get to work on the desalinization, we 
are going to have a great many streams that are going to be considered 
as useless, and their water is going to be regarded as not worth sal- 
vaging. If we do work on it, we will be able to improve water supplies 
pretty drastically. 

From the standpoint of the whole West, desalinization offers the 
greatest chance for peace in our own country that I know anything 
about. We know that California is using more water than she allowed 
herself under the Limitation Act. Someday Nevada and Arizona are 
going to get interested in saying to California, ‘Look, you had better 
get back to what you promised you would use, and no more.” 

But California says, ‘“‘We have put it to beneficial use.’’ 

So you have a wrangle there between three neighbor States. If 
you could say to the city of Los Angeles, ‘‘But you don’t have to 
bring that water over the mountain and into Los Angeles. You have 
an endless, abundant supply of water right at your doorstep in the 
Pacific Ocean. It won’t cost: you a bit more than it will taking it 
out of the Colorado River.” Immediately you have solved the 
problem between Arizona and Nevada and California and have made 
possible the industrial development of Nevada and all sorts of new 
projects in Arizona. But you have also removed the squabble 
between the States of the lower division and the States of the upper 
division, because then the States of the lower division can say, “Well, 
with Los Angeles out of it, we can let Colorado and Wyoming and 
New Mexico and Utah use an awful lot of this water, and it won’t 
bother us a bit.” 

So I think we ought to be thinking about those things that make 
peace at home as well as those things that make peace on the other 
side of the ocean. And this is one thing that would help us a lot. 

Senator Brste. Do we have further discussion from the conference? 

Senator Moss? 
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STATEMENT OF SENATOR MOSS 


Senator Moss. I wanted to say that I was particularly impressed— 
and I commend Senator Mansfield—for this broad national review of 
water problems. And I am happy that the western conference has 
taken the lead, because we have known so long the value of water, 
and we have struggled with the problem. 

In fact, maybe our ideas are a Fittle warped on it; at least mine were. 
I had the idea that the problem of water was strictly western and did 
not apply elsewhere. And I was impressed when I was in New Jersey 
last summer to a convention to see an exhibit there by the State of 
New Jersey about the water problem there. And they had some sort 
of a statement about a substance more valuable than gold. They 
were talking about water. 

So they have a problem in New Jersey, and no doubt they have it 
in Michigan and even in States like Louisiana and those that are 
down in an area where water, we think, is abundant. 

They have all these interrelated problems, and it pleases me that 
Senator Mansfield and the others have had the foresight to come for- 
ward with an overall national study that ties all of this in together. 

I am sure that if this can be given the proper impetus and we can 
get it going, it will redound to the benefit of the entire Nation and 
not just the West. 

Senator Brsite. Senator Church? 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR CHURCH 


Senator Cuurcn. I never listen to the Senator from New Mexico 
talk about water and its future use without going into a kind of trance. 

Here we have a resolution that looks toward such wondrous things 
as weather modification, evaporation reduction, desalinization, and 
soforth. And these things I think are within the realm of the feasible. 

Sometimes when I am carried away, I can envision, through water 
modification, the day when Nevada is turned into a lake and Alaska 
into a South Seas paradise. 

But there is another aspect besides the object served by this resolu- 
Bon that appeals to me, and that has been touched upon by Senator 

oss. 

It is not only its comprehensive scope, but it is the emphasis that 
is given to the need for planning. 

ow, planning, for a long time, for some peculiar reason attached 

to laissez faire concepts and rugged individualism, has been an ugly 
word in this country; but planning is absolutely necessary if we are 
going to know where we are going on a scale that we have got to go 


on. 

And I think that the dramatic, remarkable progress that a very 
wicked system, by our standards, has made, in such places as Russia 
and China, is testimony to the utility of comprehensive planning over 
a long period of time. And I think there is too much of a tendenc 
in our Government to plan its programs on a year-to-year basis. We 
cannot know where we are going if we proceed that way. 

Now, here is a resolution that contemplates a plan that will be a 
long-term plan that will give us the light and the direction to imple- 
ment on a year-to-year basis as we move ahead. And I think that 
is one of its very important qualities, and I am happy to associate 
myself with it. 











Sa 


os or er 


eS 





SE 


CONFERENCE ON 8. RES. 48 15 


FURTHER STATEMENT OF SENATOR HAYDEN 


Senator Haypen. If I may say something on the value of planning: 
When we came to the 100 days after Mr. Roosevelt became 
President in 1933, with all the unemployment, a terrible situation, 
something had to be done about it. And there was put together a 
program at that time that was to cover a great many fields. And it 
was to cost $3,400 million. That was an enormous sum of money in 
those days. It would be the equivalent of about $10 billion in our 
money today. But it was understood that we were to pick up every 
ae roject in the United States and go to work on it. They 

ad a little preliminary paperwork done; but none of the big projects 
that had been authorized by Congress were ready to start when the 
money became available. 

What was the result?) Harry Hopkins started the WPA, and be- 
fore we got through with that period between 1933 and the World 
War, Harry Hopkins had spent more money out of the Treasury 
than was spent on any of the substantial projects. He could build a 
schoolhouse. He could prepare aroad. He could do something in a 
hurry. And that put asain to work. And nobody else was ready. 

I did make one suggestion to put people to work, and that was a 
suggestion to the President that every State highway department had 
plans and they could go to work. He wand to know how much it 
would take, and I said $400 million. And he wanted to know how 
I knew it, and I told him I had asked how much they needed and 
could use and they had said that. 

He said, ‘You couldn’t spend it in a year.” 

I said: ‘“Your depression will not be over in a year. If you don’t 
have plans, you are not going to get anywhere.” 

Senator Bisite. Thank you very much, Senator Hayden. 

Senator Kerr, we are delighted to have you join us here at this 
table. Our distinguished majority leader left us a few moments ago. 

Senator Anderson summed it up very well that this is probably the 
best annexation the West has ever made. We are delighted to have 
Texas and Oklahoma around this table. 

We would be delighted to hear from you at this time. We know 
we have a great mutuality of interest in a great many fields. I do 
not know of a better man to have in our corner than the junior 
Senator from Oklahoma, and I would always be a little afraid if I 
happened to be in the other corner. 

Senator ANDERSON. Me, too. 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR KERR 


Senator Kerr. I want to say that a man who would not get in the 
corner occupied by this group of Senators, if there were room for 
him, ought to have his head examined. 

Mr. Chairman, I must say that I could not be more completely in 
accord with an effort than I am with this. 

Senator ANpERSON. May I say, Bob, that the majority leader 
brought out the fact that since you were the originator of the State 
survey idea, which he in turn picked up from you and used to have 
& survey conducted in the State of Texas, this is just a continuation 
of those ideas onto a national level. 
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Senator Kprr. Well, the survey which I secured in company with 
10 other Senators in 1949-50 used the river basin concept. It covered 
the Arkansas River Basin, which, of course, included the White 
River as one of its great tributaries, the basin of the White River, 
and the Red River Basin. 

Senator Anderson, there, was one of the cosponsors and coauthors 
of that bill, as was his colleague from New Mexico, Senator Chavez, 
and Millikin and Johnson of Colorado, and Schoeppel of Kansas, 
Eliender and Long of Louisiana, Johnson and Connally of Texas, 
Fulbright and McClellan of Arkansas. 

Missouri had no representation in the Senate that year. The 
men who were supposed to be in that capacity said that they would 
have no part in any such folly as that which would be perpetrated if 
that bill were enacted and put into operation. 

Senator AnpEeRson. Well, that was the proof; they did not have 
any part in it. 

enator Kerr. Well, but the amazing part about it is that a sub- 
stantial part of the White River Basin is in Missouri. And I chal- 
lenged them to come before the committee and ask that the survey 
not include that part of the river basin which was in their State. 

And as I recall, I think there was one of them by the name of Kem— 
I am not sure. 

Senator ANpERson. The other fellow’s name started with a “D.” 

Senator Kerr. I cannot recall it. 

Senator AnpERson. Anyhow, Mr. Donnell is retired to private life 
by an enthusiastic majority. 

Senator Kerr. What was his name? Yes, Donnell. Forrest 
Donnell. 

Well, Mr. Kem said, as I recall, that he was inst the thing, but 
that if it was going to be perpetrated on anybody, he did not want 
it to ignore Missouri, because subsequent events might disclose that 
it had some value. 

So, as I said, I could not be more completely in accord with this 
resolution of Senators Mansfield and Murray. I think this may be 
- er important economic program that the Congress could 
aunch. 

I heard somebody talking a while ago about increasing the water 
supply through whatever process it is that takes the minerals out 
of sea water. I am glad to be acquainted with educated men, because 
they can enlighten me on such things as technical terms and so forth. 

What was that term? 

Senator ANDERSON. Desalinization. 

Senator Kerr. Can you spell that? 

That program and weather control and other avenues of approach, 
of course, may in the future, and undoubtedly will, increase the 
available su pls of water. 

But on the chars of what we now have and can utilize, the one 
commodity in this Nation with reference to which the supply does 
not increase and will not increase is water. And it is the one com- 
modity for which the demand is increasing at a more rapid rate than 
is the demand for any other commodity we use. 

I have told the people in Oklahoma that in the next 50 years our 
water resources will be worth much more to the State than our oil 
and gas resources have been in the last 50 years, or will be in the 
next 100. 











CONFERENCE ON 8. RES. 48 17 


I want to put everything I have got into backing this resolution 
and helping in any way possible to make it effective in the intensity 
and quality of the investigation and of the thought given to the 
planning. 

I think there is an auxiliary to this. I do not know who has the 
jurisdiction of it. I would lke the joint authors of the legislation 
to bring about a survey of the vision and IQ of the Census Bureau. 

They have been issuing statements and forecasts, and they have a 
group of technicians over there which I understand are identified as 
demographers. 

Senator ANDERSON. Spell that. 

Senator Kerr. I do not know whether it is ‘“‘d-e-m” or ‘‘d-a-m’’— 
professional census analysts and forecasters. 

Would the clerk of the committee look that word up in the dic- 
tionary? I do not want to get out on a limb too far here. But that 
is the information I have. 

And those benighted and noncurious and unimaginative men are 
responsible for the forecast that in the next 15 years the Nation’s 
population will increase about 50 million; that between now and the 
year 2000 the population of the Nation will double; and that by the 
year 2050, if the virility and activity of the race continues with the 
same application that they foresee in the next 40 years, we will have a 
population of 1 billion. 

And then as a postscript, they give the names of all the States that 
are going to participate in that population increase and to what extent. 
Ane then they cast a great deal of doubt in my mind upon the validity 
of any part of their report and forecast, by bluntly saying that 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Vermont, and Oklahoma will lose population. 
|Laughter.] 

Now, what they know about genetics and population increase and 
human propensities is limited to those fields which do not include 
the possibility of development in areas where more aggressive water 
conservation and utilization are put into operation. 

Now, I see the two Senators from Alaska here. I do not know how 
much oil you have got up there; but I want fo tell you the water you 
HAYS Gk up there will be worth a lot more than the oil you have got 
up there. 

And if this Nation is to be invincible in the future, it is going to be 
in the development of an economy which will enable 350 or 500 million 
Americans to be productive and prosperous, and for us to have that 
kind of an industrial economy, we are going to have to more wisely, 
more aggressively conserve and more wisely utilize water. 

I know that is the big purpose of this resolution and this program, 
Mr. Chairman. I am honored that you have permitted me to sit 
here and make these few observations. 

And I want to say that I am keenly interested and most vigorously 
favorable to your project and purpose. 

Senator Monroney. Bob, tell thet the one little thing brought out 
down there at Denison on the saline content of Red River, one of 
the great rivers. Do you remember what that percentage is? 

Senator Kerr. Well, I think that the accumulation of salt in that 
one reservoir is 300,000 tons a year. 300,000 tons a year, all of which 
comes from natural pollution, and most of which can readily be con- 
trolled and retained so as not to enter the streams going into that 
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reservoir, and all of which can be kept out of it with aggressive effort 
and wise planning and effective management. 

Senator Mansrrexip. That is in a year? 

Senator Monroney. In a year. Two little streams produce 90 
ete of that salt, and you can almost stop it with cost that would 

e under $100,000, as I recall them saying. 

That is what this thing can do, when you apply science. Here is a 
whole river system that is worthless'for irrigation and industry use 
and things of that kind, practically; and just stopping it at the source 
would give you potable water. 

Senator Brste. Thank you very much. 

Do we have any desire to make an expression on Senate Resolution 
48 out of this particular western meeting? 


SENATE RESOLUTION 48 ENDORSED 


Senator AnpErson. Mr. Chairman, I certainly would like to move 
that this conference of western Senators endorse Senate Resolution 
48, and thank Senators Mansfield and Murray for its introduction. 

Senator Brsie. You have heard the motion. Is there a second? 

It has been moved and seconded. 

Is there any discussion? 

Without objection, the motion is carried. 

I realize they have just called us over to the Senate. I just wanted 
to make one additional comment. I know that the chairman would 
like me to do this. 


BOOSTER TELEVISION PROBLEM 


You will recall at our first meeting, we had a rather extended dis- 
cussion about the booster television problem in the West. I think 
most of you already know that we have had results. I have never 
seen & more unanimous expression from the western Senators, and 
when they hit the FCC Commission with their pleas that boosters 
to small, isolated communities were a necessity, the FCC reversed its 
position. They entered a stay order and they granted an extension of 
either 3 or 6 months. And I have no doubt that there will be means 
found so that people in isolated communities can get television. 

And that is one of the concrete results of our first meeting, and I 
am sure We are going to have many, many more. 

As you have items you want to add to the agenda, if you will let us 
know, certainly Senator Murray and I will see that they are called 
before us. 

I think this was a very worthwhile conference. 

Senator Mansrretp. I understand that a copy of the proceedings 
will be sent to all the members from the 14 States in the western 
conference. 

Senator Brste. And now Senator Kerr. 


FURTHER STATEMENT OF SENATOR KERR 


Senator Kerr. I do find the word ‘‘demography.” ‘The statistical 
study of populations as to births, marriages, and mortality.” __ 
Senator Bratz. We will recess subject to the call of the chairman. 
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(Whereupon, at 11:05 a.m., the conference was recessed to the call 
of the chairman.) 


(The chairman directed that the following letter be inserted in the 
record:) 


U.S. SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


February 25, 1959. 
Hon. James E. Murray, 


U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C. 


Dear Senator: I regret that I was unable to be with you and the other 
western Senators the morning you discussed Senate Resolution 48. I have, how- 
ever, had an opportunity to look it over and I think this is a very constructiv? 
approach to our water conservation and development problems. Naturally Ill 
be glad to cooperate in every way. As you know, this is a subject very close to 
my heart—I have spent 25 years here in the Congress working on problems in 
this field. Let me know what I can do to be of help. 

Warm personal regards. 

Sincerely, 


Warren G. MaGnuson, 
U.S. Senator. 





